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out repentance, by simply moving out of the dis-
trict ? Repentance, therefore, was not necessarily
an alternative to destruction; and, anyhow, would
not those who fortunately lived on the outskirts of
the district have been sure to escape after the flood
began to rise ? Then, again, what was the necessity
of Noah's long labor in building the ark, since he
had only to remove beyond this fated district,
even if he should have had to accomplish a jour-
ney of some two thousand miles to the Himalaya
Mountains ? He had one hundred and fifty years
to do it. God could as easily have gathered
samples of all animals in that district into a cara-
van for that safe elevation. Since Dr. Pye Smith
says, " that for the honor of God and the interests
of genuine religion, it is our duty to protest against
the practice of bringing in miraculous interposi-
tions, to help out the exigencies of arbitrary and
fanciful theories," why not make a clean thing of
it, and get rid of the Ark altogether, with its
impossible burden of beasts, and provender for
a whole year? Consistency would seern to re-
quire it.

Now there can be no rational answer to this,
which will not involve our Christian geologists in
greater confusion; I refer, of course, only to those
who maintain the theories heretofore spoken of.
The triumph on the score of argument is clearly
on the side of infidelity.

Thus, too, Dr. McCausland writes (Builders of
Babel, pp. 9, 10):

"TheMosaic narrative of the Flood was considered as record*
ing that all the dry land on the face of the earth had been sub.